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Remarks 

Entry of the above-noted amendments, reconsideration of the application, and allowance 
of all claims pending are respectfully requested. By this amendment, claims 1, 4, 8-9, 17, 20-21, 
24, and 34 are amended and claims 2 t 5-6, and 19 are canceled. These amendments to the claims 
constitute a bona fide attempt by applicants to advance prosecution of the application and obtain 
allowance of certain claims, and are in no way nieant to acquiesce to the substance of the 
rejections. Support for the amendments 99ii.be found throughout the specification (e.g., page 10, 
line 25 to page U ? line 9), figures (e.g., FIGS. 2-3), arid claiitis and thus, no new matter has been 
added. Claims 1, 3-4, 7-U ? arid 2M0 are pending. : 

Allowable Subiecjt Matter: 

Claims 2 and 3 were objected to as being dependent upbri rejected base Claim 1, but weie 
indicated as allowable rewritten in ind^enderit forin iixclniling ^ of the limitations of the base 
claim arid any mterveriing claims. Applic^rits gfateftily acknowledge this indication of 
allowability, and have rewiitteii it^p^dent claim 1 to include all of the limitations of allowable 
claim 2 arid ariy iM^ : / 

Claim 6 Wis objected to as being dep^d^t npori rejected base claim 4, but was indicated 
as allowable if r&mtten iri^i^^ bf the limitations of the base ciaim 

and any inteiVbfiirig claffis; A^licarits g^eftilly acknowledge this indication of allowability, 
arid have rewtftt^ti irid^ndeiit ciijiri 1 to ii^lude all of the.lin^^ of allowable ciaim 6 arid 
any intehrenirig clai«is (Claim 5). . 

: Claims 9-10, 17, 19 were objected. to $s ^ bemg dependmt upon rejected base claim 8, 
but Were indic^d as ^ including all of the limitations 

of the base claim'a^d any intery&iitig ^^ clairiis. Applicants j^teMly acknowledge this indicatidri 
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of allowability, and have rewritten independent claim 8 to include all of the limitations of 
allowable claim 19 and any intervening claims (there were none). 

Claims 38-40 were objected to as being dependent upon rejected base claim 34, but were 
indicated as allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. Applicants gratefully acknowledge this indication of 
allowability, and are merely deferring the rewriting of claims 38-40 in independent form, 
pending a detennination o£ patentability of base claim 34. Q 

An indication of alloWance of claims 1 , 4, and 8 is therefore respectfully requested. q" 

Claim Objections .'CD. 

Claims 9-ip, 13, 17, 21 and 24 were objected to because of alleged informalities. Claim Q 
9 has been amended to t^cite v ^t l^st another query f rather than "at le^st one query". The 
objections to claibiS i6 arid 13 are itibbt in view of the ^e^dm^hts to bas^ claim 8 presented 
herewith. Claim 1 7 has been amehied tp recite ,4 at least apbther ^uer/* rather than "at least one 
query*. Clairris 21 and 24 have teen ^toded to recite '^process the network requests" rather 
than '*prc>ce^s he^<^k i^ueste* ^ • 

Withdraw^ o^ if, ll arid 24 is therefore respectfully 

requested. 

Claim Reiebtionsp 3SlX£A SS 102 arid 103 ^ ? 

Claims 4-5, 7-8, 11-16, 1 8, 20-21, 25-27, 29-3 1, arid 33 were rejected under 35 U^.G.. § 
102(6) as aliegedly bding anticipated by Bharatia et & (U S, P$jt^t No. 6,615,037; "Bhanitia"). 
Claims 1 and 34-§7 werfe rejected ririier 35 U.S.C. § 103<a) as : ^ieg6^y being unpatentable over 
Bharatia. Claims 22-24 ware rej^ed under 35 U.-S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
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i- " " 

over Bharatia in view of Kay et aL (U.S. Patent No. 5,475,689; "Kay"). Claims 28, 30, and 32 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Bharatia in view of 
Pepe et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,742,905; "Pepe")- These rejections are respectfully, but most 
strenuously, traversed. 

It is welL-settled that there is no anticipation unless (1) all the same elements are $£}- 
(2) found in exactly the same situation and (3) are united in the same way to (4) perform the 
identical functioii. Since the Office Action's citations to each of the applied references is 
missing at leas* djae eleinent of each of applicants* independent claims, applicants respectfully 
suWit that the ^laiined Mention is not anticipated by the Office Action's citations to the (|) 

Applicant^ fe^ectfully siii^t that the Office Action*s citations to the applied references, 
with or without Woilification or cpmbinktion, assuming, arguendo, that the modification or 
combination 6f 1he> bflgce A^tidi's citatiohk to yfhb a^heii r^ferfeiices is prapfcr, do not teach or 
suggek one or rii^^ 

For ^xj>iariatoty jVurpbses, applicants discuss herelii prie or fiaore differences between the 
Office Action's Citations to thd appilied references ^d the claimed invention with reference to 
one or more parts of the applied references, f hi$ discussion, hpwever, is in no way meant to 
acquiesce in any or flfiore parts of the Office Action's citations to the 

. aj^fiedreferehc^^ 

Applicapte r%M the ^ce Action's ci^^ the apphed references 

do not teach or si^^t bie or iii^ A careful reading of the 

Office XctiohVJc^ fails to ieach or suggest, for example, 

generating the" to of {he; fiLrsi message, Wherein the OTmmand 
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is one of the set of commands utilized by the database manager, the first protocol gateway, and 

the second protocol gateway, as recited in applicants' independent claim 8. 

Bharatia (column 4, lines 59-64) discloses converting a message: 

The IWU 14 receives the message from the ANSI-41 
network 12 and, using the ANSI-41 IWU VLR functionality 210 

and the GSM MAP IWU HLk functionality 220, converts the (D 
message into a GSM format. Thereafter, GSM messaging may be 
performed with GSM VLR to determine appropriate routing 

infonnation to the roaming MS 34. ^£ 
Bharatia discloses converting the message from the ANSI-41 format to the GSM format. Q 
The Office Action's citation to fehauratia fails to disclose generating a command, wherein the 
command is one 6f a set of commands utilized by the ANSI-41 network, the GSM network, arid 
the database. Simply missing from the Office Action's citation to Bharatia is any mention of ^) 
generating the cdfnmand based on the interpretation of the first message, wherein the cotiunand -jrj 
is one of the set 6t cominands utilized by the database nlankgerr, the first protocol gateway, and 
the second protbi^i gateway, as 

So, the Office Abtiori's citation to Bharatia fails io satisfy at least one of the limitations 
recit^ in apphca^ 

The shortcomings of the 6fece Ach'oh's citaiion to feliafatia relative fo certain elements 
of the claimed inyehtibh hayb beeri diseased abpyfe: The Qificie Action proposes a coronation 
of the citation to pii^afia ^th a cS^tipn to Kay. Ho\vever, the 6ffice Action's citation to Kay 
does not overcome the. deficiency of the Office Action's citation to Bharatia. Applicants 
rts^tfully submit ^ffi 

with the Ofllce Action's citation '^to Kay fails to pi^vide required approach, ^suming, 
arguendo, that tie bdmbiiiatioii of the Office Action's bit^tion to Bharatia with- the Office 
•Action's citation to 1^ 
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Kay (column 5, lines 34-45) discloses multiple gateways: 

The Traffic IntercpnATOt Local area network (TIL) may be 
a conyeiitlonal local area network wherein each of the stations 10- 
30 is a node thereof. In addition, the gateway 40 is another node of 
the TTL. As shown in FIG. 1 the gateway 40 has an interface to a 
Public Switched Data Network (PSDN)- While FIG. 1 shows only 
a single gateway, it should be understood that that showing is only 
iUiistrative. Multiple gateways, each perhaps operating on a 
different data transmission protocol may be nodes of the TIL. 
Furthetmore, if desirable or necessary, the TIL may include more 
tha|n one LAN. 

Kay discloses the multiple gateways that may operate oii different data transmission 
protocols. The Office Addon's citation to Kay fails to disclose a command utilized by a database 
manager, a first protocol gateway, ^d a second protocol gateway. Simply missing from the 
Office Action's .bitatip'zi to Kay' is mention of .g^ii^ing the command based on the 
interpretation of the first rnesslage, wheri^ oiie of the set of commands Utilized . 

by the database Manager, the &st protocol gateway, and the second prbtocol gateWay, as recited 
. in applicants' md^imdpnt claim 8. * V . 

So, the 6Mce Action's citation to Kay fails to satisfy at least one of the limitations 
recited in appUcant^' indeperident claim 8. 

The shortcorrtf Action's citations to M^tia arid Kay relative to certain 

eieriients of the claimed iriyention haVe be6h discussed aboyei The Office Action proposes a 
combination of the citation^ to fii^r^tia an4. ^y with a cit^dato Pepe. However, the Office 
Action's citatipnftp/P Action's citation^ to 

Bharatia and Ka)l " A^U^ants" tte^'^icf^iy submiit' that th^^^isdd combinatioh of the Office 
Actipn*s citations to fihknitia and ifeay With the Office Aaipri's citation to Pepe fails to provide 
the required^ 
to Bh^tia and Kay 

V.v^PACE 15/17 • RCVD AT 6/30/20O5 5:18:59 PM [Eastern Dayligm TlnieJ • SW:USPToWxrKi/8 - DNIS: 8729306 i* CSiD:312 346 2810 " DURATION frnm-ss): 09-58 \ 



312-346-2810 



p, 16 



16 LUC-305 / LaPorta 50-8-56-4 

Pepe (column 11, lines 44-54) discloses converting messages: 

The PCI server 48 may be based, for example, on either an 
X.400 MTA or an SMTP router and can convert between both 
protocols. The PCI server 48 may receive text messages from a 
variety of different text messaging systems such as Internet mail, 
thiiti party messaging systems, or prbpirietary messaging systems. 
In the example where PCI routes messages using an X.400 MTA, fl) 
these messages must be converted to conform with X.400 protocol C/> 
before they can be routed. Thus, an exernplary messaging gateway 

is art X.400 gateway, which can be designed and built by a person ^> 
of ordinary skill in the art. Q 

Q 



Pepe discloses converting the rfiessage between X.400 and SMTP protocols. The Office 



Action's citation to Pepe i^s to disclosie generating th$ cbrtimand that is one of the set of Q" 
comrriands utilized by the database manager, the first protocol gateway, and the second protocol ^ 
gateway. Simply inisskg froth the Office Action's citation to P^pe is any mention of generating ^ 



the command basfed on the int^ri&tatiori of the first m<^sage, Wheir^in the command is one of the 
set of coirnriahdsj Utilized by the 4itabase rrianagef, the first protocol gateway, and the second 
protocol gateway,-^ redit^ m 

So, the 0£5cfe Action's ^ pitmen to ?epe fails to satisfy at least one of die limitations 
recited in applicants* ind^endrat dlaim 8 ? ;; 

The Officfe Action's citations to Bj^^ ka^ and ¥ep6 all fail to meet at least one of 
applicants' claiihfed featores. For bxatople, there is no te^ or suggestion in the Office 
Action's citation^ to Sharatia, kay, or Pep<? gyrating the coirimaiid based on the 
interjttetatiori of the first message, wherfein the coihmand is; one of the set of commands utilized 
by the database riatager- the tot protbcol gateway, and the second protocol gateway, as recited 
xn applicants' ind^pehderit claiin 8. 
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Furtherniote, the Office Action does not allege that the art of record provides any 
teaching, suggestion, or incentive for modifying the citations to Bharatia, Kay, and/or Pepe to 
provide the claimed approach. 

For all the reasons presented above with reference to claim 8, claims 1, 4, 8, 20, and 34 
are believed neither anticipated nor obvious over the art of record. The corresponding dependent 
claims are believed allowable for the saute reasons as independent claim 8, as well as for their 
Own additional characterizations. 

Withdrawal of the §§ 102 and 103 rejections is therefore respectfully requested. 

In view of fee above amendments and retnarks, allowance of all claims pending is 
respectfully re^ie&ted. If a telephone conference wbiiid be 6f a^istance in advancing the 
prosecution of this application, the Ex^miiter is invited to call applicants' attorney. 




: Carmen B. Patti 

; Reg. No v 26,784 

Dated: Jime 30, 2005 ^ ' 

Patti &6iull/llc " ':•"./ '■. : ■ 
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